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ABSTRACT 


This study uses rawinsonde soundings and irradiance measurements taken in 
the Weddell Sea during the 1994 ANZFLUX experiment. A radiative transfer model 
was used to determine the influence of aerosols, cloud droplet size and water content 
on the radiative heat budget of the Weddell Sea. The modeled irradiances were 
compared with observations, and the model calculated the upward longwave 
irradiance from the Weddell Sea ice pack. Turbulent heat fluxes were calculated and 
combined with radiative terms to provide a net heat flux at the ice surface. While 
turbulent heat flux is the major factor affecting the Weddell Sea’s heat budget in 
windy conditions, during calm conditions longwave radiative transfer becomes 
important. The modeled downward irradiances were compared to results obtained 
from empirical equations developed for the Weddell Sea during the winter. The 
atmosphere above the Weddell Sea appears to have an aerosol structure similar to 
Marine environments. Stratus clouds over the Weddell Sea appear to be made up 
of cloud droplets with an effective radius of 2.5 microns and a water concentration 
close to 0.05 grams per cubic meter. The dominant terms in the surface heat 
budget are the longwave irradiances with the upward longwave term being the 


largest. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 


Little is presently known about the factors that control 
the surface heat budget of the Weddell Sea. Developing an 
understanding of the surface heat budget is important in 
understanding the driving mechanisms for small scale mixing 
processes in the upper ocean. These small scale processes can 
initiate deep convection’events in the Weddell Sea that vallew 
for the transfer of large amounts of heat to the surface. 
This heat transfer can have significant effects on the surface 
ice concentration. Changes in the ice concentration of the 
Weddell Sea can affect the environment on a global scale. 
Indeed, work by Schlesinger and Mitchell (1985) has shown that 
changes affecting the ice concentration of the Weddell Sea in 
the winter may result in significant local atmospheric 
temperature changes which in turn can lead to a change in 
temperatures on a global scale. 

The stability of the Weddell Sea water column can exist 
in two different modes that each have distinctive sea ice 
concentrations and mechanics of deep water formation (Gordon, 
1991). A stable mode can exist that supports a coastal deep 
water formation mechanism and a large areal ice 
concentration. An unstable mode can exist that can cause very 


deep convection with strong fluxes of heat and salt. The 


large heat flux toward the surface can keep fhe surface water 
too warm for ice to form. The amount of deep water formation 
in the unstable mode can be much greater than that formed 
during the stable mode. Since the Weddell Sea provides a 
Significant amount of the world’s deep/bottom water, events 
that influence this formation can have a large impact on the 
world’s oceans. To understand how changes in the Weddell Sea 
ice pack and deep water formation mechanisms occur, a better 
understanding of the air-ice-sea interface must be developed. 
Understanding the nature of the factors affecting the surface 
heat flux at the air-ice-sea interface 1S a significant part 
Olatents problem. 

Vertical heat exchange at the ice surface is a function 
of the incoming solar radiation, radiative fluxes into and out 
of the ice surface, turbulent heat fluxes, both latent and 
sensible, and the amount of heat that can be conducted from 
the ocean upward through the ice. Some of this conducted heat 
may be lost due to melting or given up due to freezing. Both 
radiative and turbulent processes contribute to the removal or 
addition of heat from the surface. However, the turbulent 
heat fluxes over the ice are usually small compared to the 
radiation fluxes, especially during the winter. Therefore the 
longwave surface radiation balance largely controls the 


surface heat budget of the Weddell Sea in the winter (Guest, 


1996). 

Intense storm events can cause extremely large localized 
turbulent heat fluxes into the atmosphere over open water 
leads in the ice pack. The regional average turbulent heat 
flux is still quite small however because of the small areal 
percentage, about 5%, of open water leads in the Weddell Sea 
ice pack (Guest, 1996). The major mechanism for heat removal 
during the winter is due to turbulence produced in the upper 
ocean as storms cause the movement of ice over the ocean 
(Guest, 1996). This turbulence results in entrainment of heat 
from below the ocean mixed layer. This extra heat then causes 
the ice to melt. The heat can then be lost to the atmosphere 
as upward longwave radiation and sensible heat. Even during 
periods of relative calm there is still heat being conducted 
through the ice and lost to the atmosphere due to upward 
radiative cooling at the ice surface. Guest and Davidson 
(1994) have shown that the ice can act as a buffer between 
atmospheric forcing events and temperature changes at the ice 
surface. 

Clouds can have a significant impact on both the 
radiation reaching the surface and on the amount of radiation 
allowed to leave the surface. Yamanouchi and Orbaek (1995) 
have shown how differences in cloud cover can affect the 


surface radiation budget in both the Arctic and the Antarctic. 


Radiative cooling at the surface can create shallow, stable 
atmospheric boundary layers which allow for the existence of 
low stratus decks (Guest et al., 1995). These shallow stratus 
decks can then act to limit the amount of surface heat loss by 
emitting downward longwave radiation. 

An understanding of what factors control radiative 
processes in the atmosphere is important to gaining an 
understanding of the surface heat budget at the air-ice-ocean 
interface. Factors such as airborne aerosols, sub-visible ice 
crystals or “diamond dust” and cloud macrostrucrune one 
microstructure (Curry et al., 1990; Curry and Ebert, 1992) "a0 
affect the magnitude and spatial distribution of the surface 
radiation balance. More work needs to be done to quantify and 
understand these properties. 

The purpose of this study will be to examine the heat 
flux terms in the surface heat budget of the Weddell Sea and 
examine atmospheric factors that control the longwave 
radiation terms. First we will examine more closely some of 
the factors that control the surface radiative heat budget of 
the Weddell Sea in winter. Specifically we will examine 
atmospheric aerosols, cloud droplet size and cloud water 
concentration. Using a model that simulates the physics of 
radiative transfer and a data set obtained during the 


Antarctic Zone Flux Experiment (ANZFLUX), we will attempt to 


determine the aerosol structure and cloud microstructure that 
influence the surface heat budget of the Weddell Sea in the 
winter. By comparing the modeled downward longwave and 
shortwave surface irradiances with measured values, we intend 
to identify properties of the atmospheric aerosols and cloud 
microstructure (or at least make some inferences about their 
likely properties) that give the best fit with measured data. 
The data will be broken up into clear sky and overcast cases 
to eliminate competing effects of clouds and aerosols. 

secondly, as the model has never previously been used in 
the Antarctic we will also use this study to see how well the 
model predicts irradiances in the Antarctic environment. 
While this study is not intended to be a validation of the 
radiative transfer model we chose to use, the nature of the 
study lends itself to comparing modeled values of irradiance 
to measured values. The results of the comparison between 
modeled and measured irradiances will be discussed. 

Next we will use the radiative transfer model to 
calculate the surface upwelling longwave and shortwave 
irradiances. A comparison will be made with the measured and 
modeled surface downward irradiances. Using the upward surface 
irradiances we will calculate a net irradiance and discuss its 


Significance. 


Finally, we will compare the model output to the results 
of empirical equations that predict downward shortwave and 
longwave surface irradiances. The equations were developed 
specifically as best fit predictors of the ANZFLUX data. Of 
interest is whether the model gives any added value over the 
empirical equations for predicting downward irradiance. 

A short discussion of the vertical heat exchange 
equations will be followed by a description of the data used 
for the study, a description ofwthe basics of theswadia eae 
transfer model used, methodology, the results of the study and 


a short summary. 


II. VERTICAL HEAT EXCHANGE THROUGH THE ICE 


The equation governing vertical heat exchange at the 
upper ice surface is shown below (Gow and Tucker, 1991). 


(lus Qh eta tele te) Bel Cee) () 


Where a is the surface albedo, S,) is the incoming solar 
radiation, Ip) is the shortwave flux that penetrates the ice, 
L; is the incoming longwave radiation, L, is the emitted 
longwave radiation from the upper surface, T,; is the sensible 
heat flux, T, is the latent heat flux, C, 1s the heat conducted 
through the boundary and M is the heat loss due to melting of 
the ice. Both radiative and turbulent processes contribute to 
the surface heat flux. However, T; and T,; are small compared 
to the radiation terms, especially during the winter. 
Therefore the longwave surface radiation balance largely 
controls the surface heat budget of the Weddell Sea in the 
winter (Guest, 1996). 

The equation for the vertical heat exchange through the 


underside of the ice is shown below. 


OC = 0 (2) 


Where Q- is the heat loss or gain due to melting or freezing 


of the underside of the ice, C, is the heat gain due to 


Corcucetoumon heatbeirom bottomeef ice upward and PF, is the 
Eiimoubkeonterlyx Of heat Crom the ocean to the ice. 

We will not be concerned with the heat budget of the 
lower ice surface except to realize that the ocean is the main 
source of heat during the winter months. The upper surface of 
the ice is colder than the interior during the winter months 
so heat is conducted upwards through the ice. During the 
summer months the main source of heat is incoming solar 


radiation. 


Ill. DATA 


The data used for this study was obtained during the 1994 
Antarctic zone flux experiment, or ANZFLUX, conducted on the 
Weddell Sea ice pack during the austral winter (McPhee et al., 
OSG ee Two data sets were used, a longwave and shortwave 
downward surface irradiance record taken over the Weddell Sea 
ice pack and balloon-launched rawinsonde profiles of the 
atmosphere above the ice pack. 

The data was collected from Julian day 195 (July 14), 
1994 to Julian day 229 (August 17) onboard the RV Nathaniel 
B. Palmer. The track of the RV Nathaniel B. Palmer IBeasoye lar 
the Weddell Sea ice pack is shown in Figure 1 with 
Corresponding Julian days. Drift 1 and Griteueceon Bre ures 
refer to periods of the cruise when ice camps’ were 
established on the ice pack and instruments were set up on 
the ice to collect data. 

Permanently mounted sensors aboard the RV Nathaniel B. 
Palmer were used to continuously measure downward and upward 
longwave and shortwave irradiances while the ship transited 
the Weddell Sea ice pack during the Antarctic winter. A 
prygeometer was used to measure the downward longwave 
irradiance and a pyranometer was used to measure the downward 


shortwave irradiance. The prygeometer and pyranometer were 


mounted on gimbals on an unobscured part of the ship so that 
they would point upward even when the ship rolled and pitched. 
The sensors were equipped with aspirators to prevent ice and 
frost buildup. The irradiance measurements were digitally 
recorded along with the time of measurement. Upward irradiance 
was measured using hand-held infrared sensors. The error of 
the downward shortwave and longwave irradiance measurements 
obtained by the two instruments was estimated to be about 4 
Wm * for the shortwave and 6 Wm’ for the longwave irradiances 
(Gllest nt l296) 

Eighty balloon-launched rawinsondes were used _ to 
digitally record atmospheric profiles of temperature, 
humidity, pressure, wind velocity and wind direction with 
respect to height. The rawinsondes were launched from the 
ship deck or ice surface at least twice every day. The 
rawinsondes were electronically tied into the ship’s 
navigation system so that each rawinsonde recorded the time 
anGmEDosie ton Of launch. During the launches observers 
recorded the sky cover, unusual atmospheric content (such as 
diamond dust) and cloud bottom height. If the balloon looked 
as if it were going to pass through a cloud layer an observer 
would record the pressure at which the balloon disappeared 
into the clouds. This allowed for a reasonably accurate cloud 


bottom height determination estimated by Guest (1996) to be 


10 


plus or minus 20 m. If the cloud deck could be illuminated by 
surface lighting, then this method could be used at night. The 
amount of cloud cover could be determined at night as well 
since star obscuration gave a reasonable estimate of how much 
cloud cover existed. 

Of the eighty soundings that were taken over the length 
of the cruise, many had defective profiles. If the defective 
segments were deleted, the data could still be used. If too 
much of the profile was missing or defective, the sounding was 


deemed to be unreliable and discarded. 


1} 


Latitude 





-20 —15 -10 -5 0 
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Figure 1. Track of RV Nathaniel B. Palmer from 14 July 1994 (Julian day 195) to 17 
August 1994 (Julian day 229). Drift 1 and 2 indicate periods when ice camps were 


established. 
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IV. RADIATIVE TRANSFER AND MODEL DESCRIPTION 


The model used to calculate radiative fluxes 
(l1rradiances) for this thesis is called STREAMER. STREAMER is 
a radiative transfer model that numerically solves’ the 


radiative transfer equation shown below based upon user input. 
L,(A,0,0) =L(A,0,0)e 2" + f° (0,2) B(A,TE))/0,A,2)}e “dBi + 
0 


tags [ [y (8,9;87,0; i,z)L(8",0,A,z) /o,(A,2)] dQ" 8@AU gS /y (3) 
0 4n 


STREAMER can compute intensities (radiances) or density 
fluxes (lrradiances) for many different surface and 
atmospheric conditions (Key, 1996). The utility of STREAMER 
is that the model can be used to determine various atmospheric 
parameters as well as surface and atmospheric fluxes. 
STREAMER was developed by J. Key and A. Schweiger (Key, 1996) 
using gas absorption data and code from a program called 
Strats (Tsay et al.,1989), a discrete ordinate solver 
described in Stamnes et al. (1988), ice cloud optical physics 
from Ebert and Curry (1992), a two stream radiative transfer 
solution method from Toon et al. (1989) and water cloud 
Ooptical™physres from HW and Stamnes (igs). 

The major features (Key, 1996) of STREAMER include: 1) 
Fluxes (irradiances) may be computed using two or more 


streams, either broadband or narrow band. 2) Upwelling and 


les 


downwelling, shortwave, longwave, and net fluxes, cloud 
radiative effects, and heating rates can be computed. 
STREAMER uses 5 pm as the cutoff between longwave and 
shortwave radiation. Radiation of less then 5 pm is assumed 
to be of solar origin and is labeled shortwave. Radiation 
greater than 5 micrometers is assumed to be thermally emitted 
and of terrestrial origin and is labeled longwave. The 
electromagnetic spectrum broken down by wavelength is shown in 
Figure 2. 3) Gas absorption with overlapping gases and clouds 
are parameterized for 24 shortwave and 105 longwave bands, and 
gaseous absorption can be turned on or off. 4) Each 
computation is done for a particular scene, where the scene 
Can be a mixture of up to i0 individual cloud types occlu 
indisaraually, up to 10 overlapping Cloud gsets of Upmsemn 
clouds each, and clear sky conditions. 5) Bui lee 
atmospheric data include water and ice cloud properties, five 
aerosol optical models, four aerosol vertical profiles, and 
seven standard atmospheric profiles. Either standard or user- 
defined profiles can be used, or total column amounts of water 
vapor, ozone, and/or aerosols can be specified. Standard 
profiles include tropical, mid-latitude, subArelic,) eam. 
AreE ioe 6) Various built-in surface types may occur within 
a scene with ocean and sea ice being the two used in this 


study. 7) The user interface provides for the ability to loop 


14 


up to ten variables at a time and for user customized output. 


Data processing is set by user determined input options 
and by the input atmospheric profiles. More on this will be 
discussed in the chapter on methodology. 

While the model worked very well for the purposes of this 
thesis, it has several limitations that should be mentioned. 
One is that the model does not include atmospheric refraction 
or spherical geometry. This means that shortwave downward 
fluxes for solar zenith angles greater than about 70 degrees 
are subject to error. The model will not compute shortwave 
fluxes when the solar zenith angle is greater than 90 degrees. 
This also means that while shortwave flux is routinely 
observed after the sun sets below the horizon, STREAMER will 
not account for it. In addition, only water vapor, oxygen, 
carbon dioxide, and ozone are considered for STREAMER’s built 
in gaseous absorption model. While these gases are the major 
sources of absorption in the atmosphere, other gases also play 
a role. Key (1996) estimates that the exclusion of trace gases 
probably creates errors of only a few Wm’ in the longwave 
fluxes. 

STREAMER can be downloaded via anonymous ftp from 
Stratus.bu.edu (ftp 128.197.75.84) or Evom the Soin 


homepage (both maintained by Boston University) at URL address 


15 


http://stratus.bu.edu/streamer/streamer.html. STREAMER is 
available in a UNIX and MSDOS version. An updated user’s 
manual for STREAMER can be downloaded with installation and 
troubleshooting documentation. STREAMER and its user’s manual 
are continually being revised, and the latest versions of both 
are available for download at the above ftp site or World Wide 


Web homepage. 
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Figure 2. Electromagnetic Spectrum 


(from Kidder and Vonder Haar, 1995). 
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V. METHODOLOGY 


A. DATA FORMATTING AND MODEL SETUP 

To use STREAMER to solve the radiative transfer equation, 
formatted input files must be constructed. Examples of input 
files can be found in the STREAMER user’s guide. These files 
are then read by STREAMER, and an output file is produced 
containing flux calculations for each particular case or scene 
input at any level/levels specified. Examples of output files 
can be found in the STREAMER user’s guide. Most effort 
involved in using STREAMER is in building input files and in 
ensuring that the required input parameters are correct or 
logical. By building input files, varying input parameters 
and comparing the output of STREAMER with previously measured 
data deductions about the structure of the atmosphere above 
the Weddell Sea can be made. This structure affects the 
transfer of heat from the air-ice-ocean interface. 

The first step to use the rawinsonde data in STREAMER was 
that it had to be formatted for insertion into STREAMER’s 
input file. Of the nine variables measured by the rawinsonde 
only four are needed in the STREAMER input file. A MATLAB 
program was written which removed all of the header 
information of each rawinsonde data file. This data file was 


then processed by another MATLAB program which allowed needed 


Jes 


ievels in the profile to be specified. This was necessary 
because while each of the soundings might contain hundreds of 
levels, STREAMER can process a maximum of 100 levels. In 
addition, the ability to scan the profiles and select desired 
levels was important because then low level temperature 
inversions present in some of the profiles could be included. 
This also allowed for quality control of the data and 
selectively screening out data that was bad or interpolating 
values for missing levels. The MATLAB program plots both the 
temperature and dewpoint versus height on the monitor, and 
then using the cursor the levels desired were marked. The 
program then automatically selects the height, pressure, 
temperature and relative humidity at the levels specified and 
writes Ehis data to an output file. The moniter dispilta; ae 
shown in Figure 3. Since STREAMER requires ozone concentration 
and aerosol extinction coefficients, profiles that were not 
measured by the rawinsonde, the program automatically sets 
these values to 0.0. The model used a standard assumed ozone 
profile for calculating absorption due to ozone. The program 
next plots temperature and dewpoint versus pressure (vice 
height in meters) on the monitor. Using the cursor, desired 
levels could be selected. The program then takes the selected 
levels and automatically outputs the corresponding pressure 


and temperature for the selected levels. This is used as a 


20 


method to determine location of cloud bases and tops and what 
their corresponding temperatures are in cases where clouds 
were present. This is shown in Figure 4. This data is also 
written to the same output file as the above height, pressure, 
temperature and relative humidity information. This 
information is then easily copied into the STREAMER input 
flee As mentioned earlier, STREAMER can only handle a 
maximum of 100 levels. If less than 100 levels are present 
STREAMER can automatically build the profiles from the top 
height input to 100 km using predefined standard atmosphere 
profiles based on work by Ellingson (1991) and Arctic Ocean 
@eastal amdwedriftimg station data (Key,@eoge)r Since a 
profile was not available for the Antarctic winter, an Arctic 
winter profile was assumed to extend the soundings to 100 km. 

With the data from the rawinsondes now formatted into 
the STREAMER input file, the work of assigning all of the 
remaining variables proceeded. STREAMER has several built in 
surface types used to model surface albedos. Since the area 
of interest was the Weddell sea ice pack, the surface types 
for the model were assigned as 95% snow (representing the top 
surface of the ice pack) and 5% open ocean (representing the 
small percentage of open ocean leads present). In addition to 
surface albedo the model also allows the user to set the 


surface emissivity. This value indicates how closely a 


2)\ 


SUriace approximates a black body and is used to calculate the 
longwave irradiance emitted by the surface. The value used in 
the model was 0.95 for the ice/snow surface of the pack ice 
(emubiee 1 99 8 a 

Unfortunately the model does not presently have the 
capability to handle multiple emissivity values if a variety 
of surfaces are being modeled. Therefore the emissivity used 
was the value for the largest percentage of surface area being 
modeled, the ice/snow surface. Latitude, longitude and time 
of the rawinsonde launch were taken directly from the original 
rawinsonde data files and put into the input file. This data 
was used by the model to calculate the sun’s zenith angle so 
thatmethe amount of incoming solar radiation Veouticmie. 
determined. The model can be configured to calculate 
lrradiances in the shortwave, longwave, or any of 129 
different bands representing the spectral range. The model 
was configured to calculate irradiances for the entire 
spectrum. 
Be CLEAR SKY CASES VERSUS OVERCAST CASES 

Having assigned the variables that could easily be 
determined from the time, position and geography of the data 
set two factors were still unknown. These were aerosol 
content and distribution and cloud dreplet size"and™ waren 


concentration. While the effe€ets of cloWds and@Wacrosels a2 


a2 


the radiative transfer equation are understood the model was 
used to attempt to find the characteristics of these variables 
in the Weddell Sea environment. It was expected that the 
aerosols would play a very minor role in determining the 
longwave irradiances as their effect on longwave radiation is 
negligible (Kidder and Vonder Haar, 1995). The greatest 
effect of aerosols would be on shortwave irradiance. iba 
order to determine the nature of aerosols and cloud 
microstructure the data was divided into two sets, clear sky 
cases and overcast cases. This was done to attempt to 
eliminate any competing effects of aerosols and clouds. Once 
a determination of aerosol type and distribution was made then 
this would be used in the overcast cases and properties of the 
cloud microstructure would be determined. 
OF ERROR ANALYSIS 

In order to make comparisons between the modeled and 
measured data, the average error, scatter error and total 
error were calculated. Average error, scatter error and total 
error refer to the mean, the standard deviation about the mean 
and the root mean squared (rms) of modeled irradiance minus 
measured irradiances. The equations for average error, 
scatter error and total error are shown below where Mod; is 


the modeled data and Meas; is the measured data. 


5 wee (Mod, - Meas,)=Average Err. (4) 
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2 
— > ' (Mod,-Meas,-(— Ale (Mod,-Meas,))) =Scatter Err. (5) 


Average Err.* + Scatter Err? = Total Err (6) 


In addition, a correlation coefficient was calculated to 
determine how well the modeled irradiances could be used to 
predict the measured irradiances. These statistics allowed us 
to determine which aerosol models, aerosol optical depths and 
cloud structure parameters resulted in the closest agreement 
between modeled and measured data. 
Diz CALCULATION OF TURBULENT FLUXES 

To verify that turbulent heat flux was small in 
comparison to the radiant fluxes, both the sensible heat flux 
and latent heat flux were calculated. The turbulent fluxes, 


sensible and latent are represented by the following equations 


I, i PO Cun Gig (1, 7 i) (7) 


Ty = Pgh Con Gig 4a > Vee) (8) 


where p, is the density of air, Uy, 1s the wind speed at 10 m, 
Gas specific heatyesliveisethes latent ene aiagcn evaporation, the 
sensible and latent heat transfer coefficients Cyy,Coy fall 


Teeiinethe ranges .0 ~el05 s< Cun Conte See es 107° (Andreas, 
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1987), T, and T.z-, are the temperature at 10 m and the surface 
temperature and q, and qz;, are the specific humidities at 10 
mand at the surface. 

The data set used did not measure specific humidity and 
so it was calculated using the measured temperatures , 
pressures and relative humidities. This was done using the 
following method. First, the saturation pressures of water 
vapor over water at the surface and at 10 m were calculated 


ae 


using equation 9. 


17.67T 
CG) e=sOunl2 e222 (9) 


Next, the saturation pressures of water vapor over ice at the 


surface and at 10 m were calculated using equation 10 


e 
e(T) = aoe (1.01) 
273 iia 
1G 
where T is the temperature at the desired level. Then the 


partial pressure of water vapor e was calculated over water 


and ice uSing equations 11 and 12 


e=e x RA. alee 


e=e x RH. (12) 


where R.H. is the relative humidity at the desired level. 


Ze 


Finally, the specific humidity was calculated using 13 


e 


g = 622 ———___—___—_ 
Peale 622 je 


(13) 


where p is the pressure at the desired level. 

Because it was estimated that the surface being 
considered was 95% ice and 5% open water lead, sensible heat 
fluxes and latent heat fluxes for both water and ice were 
calculated for each case. The heat fluxes over ice were 
multiplied by 0.95, the heat fluxes over water were multiplied 
by 0.05 and the two added together to get an areal average 
heat flux contribution for sensible and latent heat. The 
calculated values are discussed in the chapter on results. 
1a DETERMINATION OF AEROSOL STRUCTURE 

STREAMER models the effects of aerosols by using 
extinction coefficients (km +) at each designated atmospheric 
level. This extinction coefficient, o,, 1S a combination of 
both absorption, o,, and scattering, o,, effects at each 


wavelength. This is represented by the following equation. 


O,(A,Z) = 9,(A,Z) + 6,(A,z) (14) 


The extinction coefficient times the thickness of the layer 
gives the optical depth, 6, of the layer. The sum of the 
optical depths for each layer gives the total optical depth of 


the atmosphere as shown in the following equation. 
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5 (z,X) =" oN azarae 


sie 


The extinction coefficients can be assigned to each level 

either by a user-supplied profile or by a model-supplied 
profile. If an extinction coefficient profile is not assigned 
(in this case the extinction coefficients were not measured), 
then either an aerosol model or a column optical depth can be 
specified. 

Our approach was to solve the model using the clear sky 
cases with different aerosol profiles supplied by the model 
and with different values of total column optical depth. By 
taking the modeled downward shortwave and longwave irradiances 
and comparing them to the measured downward longwave and 
shortwave irradiances an attempt was made to deduct which 
aerosol model or optical depth was the most realistic. As 
mentioned above, it was expected that aerosols would not 
greatly affect the longwave irradiances. Due to the relatively 
short time the sun was above the horizon each day there was a 
lack of soundings taken during the daylight. Most of the 
measured and calculated shortwave irradiances were zero. 

Model solutions were obtained with an Arctic aerosol 
model, a marine aerosol model and total column optical depths 
ranging, from 0.0. to,0.08. This range ofpopticalecde pei a. 


selected based upon the work of Weller and Leiter (1988). An 


a 


error analysis was conducted comparing the modeled to the 
measured data. 

The marine aerosol optical model gave the best results 
and this model was used for the rest of the irradiance 
calculations. This result will be discussed in more detail in 
the chapter on results. 
ye DETERMINATION OF CLOUD MICROSTRUCTURE 

The next step was to examine the overcast soundings. The 
criteria for overcast was 100 percent cloud cover. Thus the 
percentage of cloud cover in the model was set at 100 percent. 
As the effects of cloud cover in the radiative transfer 
equation are understood, it was hoped to use the model to 
identify some of the microstructure of cloud cover that 
influences the longwave and shortwave radiation budget of the 
Weddell Sea. While there is a fair amount of information on 
cloud microstructure in the mid-latitudes, information jem 
Antarctic cloud microstructure is quite sparse (Feigelson, 
1984). The primary interest was to use the model to get an 
idea of what droplet effective radii, cloud water 
concentration and droplet type (liquid or ice) gave the 
closest representation of the cloud structure over the Weddell 
Sea. The hope was that selecting these parameters correctly 
would result in modeled irradiance calculations that were the 


ellosest Eo the actual measured irradiances. To do this, alee 
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the overcast rawinsonde soundings were modeled. These 
soundings are shown in Table 1. While processing these 
soundings for inclusion into the STREAMER input files, some 
were identified where it was too difficult to make a 
reasonable estimate of where the cloud tops were based upon 
the sounding profiles. These soundings are indicated with an 
asterisk or double asterisk in Table l. 

Another problem which was identified while processing 
these soundings was whether to model the droplets in each 
sounding as water droplets or ice crystals. It was decided to 
use a -20°C cutoff for ice crystal formation (Rogers and Yau, 
1989). If the temperature in the identified cloud layer were 
colder than -20° C, then the model would be applied once with 
the droplet treated as an ice crystal and again with it 
treated as a water droplet. For those soundings where the 
identified cloud layer was warmer than -20° C the model was 
run only with the droplet treated as a liquid droplet. The 
soundings where the droplets were treated as both liquid and 
ice are indicated in Table 1. In addition, Table 1 shows the 
cloud bottom pressures and temperatures, cloud bottom height 
in meters and the cloud thickness measured in millibars. The 
model unfortunately assumes a homogeneous eFoud 
microstructure and allows for only one choice of droplet type, 


droplet radius and water concentration. 


oe 
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Table 1. Overcast soundings cloud information. 
While it is difficult to measure cloud macroscopic properties 


such as height, thickness and temperature, it 1S even more 
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difficult to measure cloud Microstructure Veuew aomme lone 
droplet number, droplet radius and type. Using the model the 
dominant microstructure affecting longwave and shortwave 
radiation could be deducted, but in reality clouds are often 
a nonhomogeneous mixture of these variables (Paltridge and 
iiveicic le Mae ie The range of values used for water droplet 
effective radius was 2.5 to 60 microns, which brackets most of 
the natural variability found on earth (Wiscombe, 1977). The 
liguid water concentration range for clouds was set between 
0.05 gm to 0.5 gm” (Feigelson, 1984). Ice crystal effective 
radius ranged between 13 microns and 130 microns (Paltridge 
and Platt, 1976). Ice water concentration in the clouds was 


taken to range from 0.0002 gm~° to 0.07 gm 


Grou, LemZzie 
Since it was necessary to be able to see when the rawinsonde 
disappeared into the cloud bottom to get a measure of the 
cloud base height, there were a lot of cases where shortwave 
irradiance calculations gave a non-zero value. As in the 
aerosol determination, the model was solved with the soundings 
listed in Table 1 using the above listed ranges of values. 
After the model solutions were completed, the data was 
compared with the measured longwave and shortwave irradiances. 
An error analysis was performed on the output and a 


correlation coefficient, average error, scatter error and 


total error calculated. 
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Of interest was whether the model could provide a more 
precise value of the drop effective radii and water 
concentrations that gave the best agreement with the measured 
downward longwave and shortwave irradiances for each case. To 
determine what values of drop effective radii and total cloud 
water concentration best represented the actual cloud for the 
shortwave and longwave cases, more model solutions were 
conducted. It was decided to use the results of the error 
analysis to decide how to vary the droplet radii and cloud 
water concentration. Since in the longwave case the best 
results were obtained by using an effective radius of 2.5 
microns, the cloudy cases were again solved holding the 
effective radius constant and varying the water concentration. 
For the shortwave case, since the best results seemed to be 
obtained at the end values of the allowed ranges, the model 
was solved again with the values of droplet effective radius 
and water concentration varying from 2.5 microns and 0.05 gm> 
to 60 microns and 0.5 gm” linearly. The data was then 
analyzed to see which combination of effective radius and 
water concentration gave the value closest to the measured 
downward longwave and shortwave irradiances. In general, the 
best fit in both the longwave and shortwave is achieved by 
clouds that have smaller droplets and a low water 


concentration. The results of this analysis will be discussed 
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in more detail in the chapter on results. 
G. CALCULATION OF UPWELLING SURFACE IRRADIANCES 

Next, STREAMER was used to calculate the upwelling 
longwave and shortwave surface irradiances. Using the best fit 
aerosol model and cloud microstructure parameters established 
above, the model was run again using the clear sky and 
overcast sky cases. In this way it was attempted to set up 
the model as realistically as possible for the physical 
environment present during the ANZFLUX soundings. An error 
analysis was conducted by comparing the modeled cere surface 
irradiances with the measured upward surface irradiances. A 
discussion of the modeled upward surface irradiances follows 
in the results chapter. 


He CALCULATION OF EMPIRICALLY DERIVED DOWNWARD SURFACE 
IRRADIANCES 


A comparison of the modeled longwave and shortwave 
downward irradiances was made with empirical equations 
developed by Guest (1996) during his work in the ANZFLUX 
project. These empirical formulas were developed to predict 
downward shortwave and longwave irradiance for the cases of 
a completely clear sky and a completely overcast sky. its 
interest was whether of not these simple empirical relations 
were more accurate than a model which attempted to represent 
the physics of radiative transfer. The empirical formulas 


used are shown below. 


ce 


SWI (clear) = S,(12.46 x 103 + 0.336 cos(Z) + 1.43 cos(Z)?) (16) 


DWl (eles) =o - 8556 (ii7) 


ug 
SWI (overcast) = S,(6.43*10°+0.182 cos (Z)+0.826 cos(Z)*) (18) 


EWiouenecs ei =sOl = ey (19) 


air 


Zi1is the zenith angle with 90 degrees taken to be the horizon. 
Samiis “taken to be 1sG7ewm- (Garratt, 1992)— T air 1S he ame 
temperature measured from the ship’s deck. The equations were 
developed not to model the physics of radiative transfer but 
were developed specifically as a best fit solution to the 
ANZFLUX data set (Guest, 1996). For these equations the 
shortwave irradiances for both the clear and overcast cases 
are taken to be zero for a zenith angle greater than 90 
degrees, i.e., when the sun is below the horizon. As will be 
discussed in the results chapter, this is not a very realistic 
assumption. 

The modeled data using STREAMER with the aerosol and 
cloud characteristics determined above was compared against 
irradiances produced by the empirical equations. This was 
done by Ponsa ring the error analysis done above on the modeled 
STREAMER data with an error analysis conducted on the measured 
and empirically derived data. While it would have been 


possible to use different values of drop effective radius and 
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water concentration in the model for each specific case in 
order to greatly reduce error, it was decided to use the 
overall best fit values of these parameters (2.5 microns and 
0.05 gm’) in all of the cases and compare the model solutions 


as a whole against the empirical relationships. 
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VI. RESULTS 


A. DISCUSSION OF TURBULENT HEAT EXCHANGE 

The turbulent heat fluxes were calculated for all of the 
cases and the results are shown in Figure 5. Average values 
are shown by solid lines. The average sensible heat flux was 
33.3 Wm’ directed upward and the average latent heat flux was 
4.5 Wm’ directed upward. Note that these are arealy- 
averaged values that take into account the small percentage of 
area that exists as open water leads. As expected, the latent 
heat contribution was minimal, but the sensible heat term was 
Significant. The majority of the sensible heat flux is from 
the open ocean leads since the ocean is so much warmer than 
the air above it. This heat can then be advected out over the 
ice surface and cause warming which results in increased 
longwave radiation upward. Exactly how sensible heat from 
open water leads flows is an important factor in the surface 
heat budget. If this heat can escape upward without being 
advected over the ice, it will not affect the surface heat 
budget as much as when it is advected horizontally over the 
ice fields. 
B. DETERMINATION OF AEROSOL STRUCTURE AND AEROSOL EFFECTS 

The effects of aerosols, dust, salts, dimethyl sulfides 


and snow crystals in the scattering of radiation is a function 


Sy, 


of viewing geometry, particle shape, size and index of 
refraction and radiation wavelength. The size parameter 
equation shown below, where A is the incident radiation 
wavelength, r is the particle radius and x is the size 
parameter, can be used to relate the scattering of radiation 
to the size of the particle and the incident radiation’s wave 


length. 


This equation can be used to divide scattering into three 
types according to the size of the particle and the wavelength 
of the incident radiation. This is illustrated in Figqumems 
(Kidder and Vonder Haar, 1995). The shortwave irradiance, 
because of its size parameter, falls into the Mie scattering 
regime while the longwave irradiance falls mostly into the 
Rayleigh scattering regime. Its effects are expected to be 
negligible because scattering in the Rayleigh regime has a x4 
dependence and the size parameter x for longwave radiation 
interacting with aerosols is small. Therefore it was expected 
that most of the scattering effects of aerosols would be in 
the shortwave regime, and that is what was observed. 

The determination of aerosol effects and structure was 
difficult and possibly ambiguous for two reason. First, data 


was lacking in the clear sky cases where the sun was above 
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the horizon. Therefore, for most of the clear sky cases both 
the modeled and the measured shortwave (solar) radiation were 
zero. Second, because of the extremely low zenith angle of 
the sun in the Antarctic during the austral winter, the 
shortwave irradiances predicted by STREAMER are subject to 
error. This is because the model does not include atmospheric 
refraction or spherical geometry, important for solar zenith 
angle greater than 70 degrees. In this study alitet vere 
soundings had solar zenith angles greater than 80 degrees. In 
addition, the model always predicts that shortwave irradiance 
will be zero when the sun is below the horizon. From common 
experience it is recognized that even when the sun is below 
the horizon some visible radiation still exists due to 
refraction. 

Despite these weaknesses it was decided to still apply 
the model to the clear sky cases to learn about aerosol 
effects and structure and to compare the model predictions 
with observations. Since aerosol content was not measured, 
model solutions were calculated over a series of different 
optical depths starting from completely aerosol free (optical 
depth 0.0) to the maximum optical depth that seemed, based on 
prior research, to be physically reasonable (optical depth 
0.08). This upper bound was based upon the work of Weller and 


Leiterer (1988). Model solutions using some of the built in 
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aerosol models supplied, a marine aerosol model and an Arctic 
aerosol model, were calculated. 

The air in Antarctica is some of the cleanest in the 
world and so the starting point was a completely aerosol free 
atmosphere. The air in the Arctic, while still relatively 
clean, has a large amount of anthropogenic aerosols from the 
industrial activities of eastern Europe. Thus for comparison 
purposes the model was also solved with the Aretic acrogem 
model. The results of the error analysis are shown in Table 2. 

The first and most obvious effect was that aerosols do 
not seem to have any major effect on longwave radiation, at 
least at the aerosol optical depths used. For the different 
aerosol models and optical depths solved, the effect on 
longwave downward irradiance was less than 0.7 Wm’. This was 
expected because of the large wavelength in relation to 
aerosol size discussed earlier. This is not to say thas 
aerosol content is unimportant to the overall heat budget of 
the air-ice-ocean interface in the Weddell sea. During the 
austral winter while the amount of direct solar heating is 
relatively small due to large solar zenith angle and minimum 
amount of time of solar exposure, the majority of heat flux 


comes from the warming due to the ocean underneath the ice. 
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Table 2. Aerosol Error Analysis. 





During the austral summer, aerosol effects become much more 
important as the relative effect of solar radiation becomes 
more important in the direct heating of surfaces and the 
subsequent reemitting of thermal radiation. The main point is 
that for the austral winter the dominant irradiance is in the 
longwave and this is not significantly affected by aerosols. 

The second effect noted was that increasing the amount of 
aerosols (by increasing the magnitude of optical depth in the 
model) resulted in decreasing levels of downward shortwave 
lrradiance. This was expected, as placing more optically 


active material in the path of the downward solar irradiance 
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should result in more of it being scattered. For example, 
increasing the optical depth from 0.0 to 0.08 in STREAMER 
resulted in an average decrease of model predicted solar 
ied taneewor 5. Oghimes. 

The structure of the aerosol content in the Antarctic 
atmosphere was best modeled by using the maritime aerosol 
optical model. While this model resulted in the lowest 
magnitude of error as seen in Table 2, it was by no means 
decisively superior to either a total column optical depth of 
0.08 or to the arctic aerosol model. The extinction 
coefficient versus wavelength profile of the maritime aerosol 
optical model is shown in Figure 7 (Key, 1996). Note that as 
discussed above, the extinction coefficients become negligible 
as the wavelength increases. Both the marine and the arctic 
aerosol optical models used in STREAMER were run using an 
aerosol loading scheme in which the aerosols are present in 
background levels still allowing for at least 50 km visibility 
in the troposphere. The total optical depth of both “Gag 
Arctic and marine models is set to 0.08. This seems very 
reasonable in light of the relatively clean air in the 
Aniarct jee It appears that the Weddell Sea air is not 
optically transparent and resembles the aerosol structure of 
arctic air or of marine air that has an optical depth of 0.08. 


The use of a profile with varying extinction coefficients with 
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height seems to better describe what is happening in the 
Antarctic air than just using a total column optical depth of 
0.08. As the Weddell Sea is influenced by major storm events 
in the winter, perhaps marine aerosols are advected into the 
region or are mixed into the atmosphere from existing leads in 
the pack ice. In addition, the possibility exists that the 
effect observed is not due to marine aerosols at all but 
aerosols made up of bits of snow and ice blown up into the 
atmosphere from the surface of the ice. The resemblance of 
the Weddell Sea aerosol structure to that of a maritime 
environment is not unexpected. Jaenicke (1993) has found that 
in the mixed layer, maritime and polar aerosol concentrations 
can behave similarly in that both share a similar 
concentration profile with height. The main difference is that 
as altitude increases, the maritime aerosols seem to reach a 
higher background concentration than polar aerosols. The 
optical depth of 0.08, while certainly not unreasonable, was 
slightly higher than expected from zonal averages. 

However, recent work by McCormick et al. (1993) might 
present a possible explanation. Using the Stratospheric 
Aerosol Measurement II (SAM II) package on board the Nimbus 7 
satellite to study stratospheric aerosols and clouds, they 
found distinctive jumps in optical depth in the stratosphere 


due to the recurrent formation of polar stratospheric clouds 
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Weees) ee these cloud types form in the Antarctic winter and 
then disappear in the Antarctic summer. These formation events 
lead to a significant optical depth enhancement in the austral 
winter and a decrease in the spring and summer. The higher 
optical depth that the model seems to indicate might be a 
result of PSC formation. In addition, Liou (1993) states tha 
these clouds can also act to reduce the radiative cooling of 
the surface. 

Unfortunately, due to the limited number of clear sky 
cases, it is difficult to determine the significance of the 
results. As shortwave output from STREAMER with solar zenith 
angles greater than 70 degrees is subject to error, these 
results might not reflect reality. More study with many more 
clear sky cases is needed to verify these results. 

Since the marine aerosol optical model gave the smallest 
error, although by an extremely small margin, and since 
aerosol choice had such a negligible affect on longwave 
irradiance, it was decided to use this model in the rest of 
the runs involving overcast cases where the primary interest 
was at looking at the effects of clouds and cloud 
M1 Cueseruictiure: 

Cx DETERMINATION OF CLOUD MICROSTRUCTURE AND CLOUD EFFECTS 

Since cloud droplets are so much larger than air 


molecules and aerosols the size parameter x increases for both 
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longwave and shortwave radiation. As illustrated in Figure 6, 
shortwave radiation now falls into the Geometric Optics 
scattering regime and longwave radiation falls into the Mie 
scattering regime for cloud droplets. In the Mie regime the 
wavelength of the radiation and the size of the droplet are 
comparable and so there is considerable interaction with the 
particle. In the Geometric scattering regime the cloud 
droplets scatter radiation by both reflecting radiation 
incident upon it and refracting radiation that comes near it. 

Shortwave radiation interacting with cloud droplets has 
a relatively high scattering coefficient and therefore a 
relatively small mean free path (Kidder and Vonder Haar, 
1995). This means that shortwave radiation entering a cloud 
does not have to travel very far between scattering events. 
Thus even a relatively thin cloud can scatter almost all of 
the incident radiation upon it. Liquid water is a poor 
absorber of shortwave radiation so almost all of the incident 
shortwave radiation on cloud droplets is scattered. While the 
scattering mechanics of ice crystals are more complex than 
that of spherical water droplets, they also scatter almost all 
of the incident shortwave radiation incident upon them (Liou, 
1992). As the thickness of the cloud increases, the result is 
that more of the incident radiation is scattered out of the 


top of the cloud and less is scattered out of the bottom. The 
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end result of the interaction of downward shortwave radiation 
with clouds is that the amount reaching the surface, as 
compared to a clear sky case, will be reduced. 

The longwave radiation interacts with the cloud droplets 
in the Mie scattering regime. While longwave radiation 
interacting with cloud droplets also has a relatively high 
scattering efficiency, the situation is changed by the fact 
that in the longwave spectrum water droplets absorb almost all 
of the radiation incident upon them. Kirchhoff’s law”states 
that a body is as good an emitter as it 1s an absorber. Thus 
clouds behave very nearly like blackbodies. Since water is a 
better absorber than ice, clouds consisting of ice crystals 
also behave like blackbodies but not as closely as clouds 
COMsaisting Of water Groplets (Liou, 1992). 

The soundings with overcast sky conditions that were used 
to examine effects of clouds and cloud microstructure vane 
shown in Table 1. There was some ambiguity in determining 
cloud thickness for these cases. The cloud bottom was fairly 
accurately measured by observing the rawinsonde as it 
disappeared into the cloud base. The cloud top was estimated 
using the temperature dew point spreads as illustrated in 
Figure 4. There was some inaccuracy in estimating the cloud 
top height and therefore the cloud thickness using this 


method. It was expected that this would make the biggest 
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difference in the determination of downward shortwave 
irradiance and little difference in the calculation of 
downward longwave irradiance. This is because since clouds 
are such good absorbers and emitters, the downward longwave 
irradiance would depend on the temperature of the cloud base 
and relatively little on the cloud thickness. For the 
shortwave downward irradiance, however, cloud thickness would 
be a determining factor in how much radiation got through. 

The clouds were all stratiform in nature and except for 
one sounding, low level. The exception was sounding 47, which 
had a much higher base and was considered to be a mid level 
cloud. It was not used, however, because its dewpoint and 
temperature profiles were too ambiguous to make a reasonable 
estimate of cloud top height. 

To determine the most likely cloud drop or ice crystal 
Size and water concentration the same technique as with the 
aerosol determination was used. Using realistic ranges 
outlined in the methodology chapter model solutions were 
calculated and the downward shortwave and longwave irradiances 
were compared with the measured values. The situation was 
complicated further by the fact that some clouds were cold 
enough that the presence of ice crystals was likely. These 
soundings are indicated in Table 1. Therefore the model was 


run with these clouds treated as both ice clouds and liquid 
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water clouds. A noted weakness of the model is that it allows 
for only one value of clowd drop or ice crystal effective 
radius and only one value of water concentration per cloud 
while in reality a distribution of droplet sand) or ierysea 
sizes and water concentrations may exist in a single cloud. 
However, the model was used to attempt to find the particle 
size and water concentration which had the greatest effect on 
the incoming radiation. The first run that was conducted used 
the four extremes of possible droplet size and water 
concentration as a starting point. The modeled downward 
irradiances were compared to the measured values and an error 
analysis conducted. The results of the error analysis are 
summarized in Table 3. The modeled runs where some of the 
clouds were treated aS consisting tetally of ice crystake 
produced -very large errors. In the shortwave, the ice 
crystals scattered too much radiation out of the bottom of the 
cloud and gave erroneously high values. In the longwave, the 
ice crystal clouds did not emit enough downward radiation and 
gave erroneously low values. Based on this, the clouds were 
treated as being composed of liquid water droplets for the 
rest of the study. This seemed reasonable since treating the 
clouds as water drops gave the best results overall and 
because it made sense that the low stratiform clouds would 


consist of liquid water droplets. 
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Eff. Radius 2.0 erena | 2.5 Microns 60 Microns 60 Microns 
|/Water Conc. .05 g/m*3 5 g/m*3 
en 

rsa we [sees [mas [soes (ots 
sig./tce ia | 9142 [958.9598 | 9559 
SS —— Average Error (W/m*2) 

es a ee 
sig. twa [6.952 [4.747663 6.863 
as Skee ae satel 


Liq./Ice lwd | 38.96 esegenhe? 65.34 Galery 
Table 3. Eff. Rad./Water Concentration Error Analysis. 





The drop effective radius and cloud water concentration that 
gave the best modeled irradiances for the shortwave were not 
immediately clear. For an effective droplet radius of 2.5 
microns and water concentrations of 0.05 gm? and an effective 


droplet radius of 60 microns and water concentration of 0.5 
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Gueemenie total error was™very close. 


For the longwave downward irradiance values, the best 
results were obtained for clouds with an effective radius and 
water concentration of 2.5 microns, 0.05 gm > and 2.5 mlecroms, 
0.5 gm>. 

The next step was to make expanded model runs to see if 
the best fit drop effective radius and cloud water 
concentration could more closely be determined. Using the 
model output with varying drop effective radii and water 
content a data set was constructed of the best fit data with 
its corresponding drop radius and water concentration. These 
best fit drop radii and water concentrations are plotted on 
Figure 8. The majority of cases of best fit modeled data have 
smaller drop effective radii and low water concentrations. 
Note that some values plotted over each other so it is not 
entirely obvious how many values are plotted. To distinguish 
between longwave and shortwave data, they are plotted with 
different symbols. This plot shows that the best fit values 
of irradiances for the longwave have values of droplet 
effective radii and water concentration grouped toward the 2.5 
mueron and 0705 qm corner of) the sowom The best fa 
shortwave irradiances have values of effective radii and water 
concentration grouped along a line extending from the 2.5 


iceman and 0.05 gm> corner of the plot to the 60 microngoe: 


52 


gm corner of the plot with most of the values 6eeur amiga 


the two ends. Since irradiances with the same droplet 
effective radius and water concentration plot over each other 
in this plot, histograms showing the amount of times best fit 
data had certain values of droplet effective radii or water 
concentration were plotted. 

The longwave histogram (Figure 9) shows the number of 
times the best fit irradiance was produced for different water 
concentrations. In this case the drop effective radius was 
kept constant at 2.5 microns and just the water concentration 
was varied. For the shortwave case two histograms were 
produced, one showing the number of occurrences of a best fit 
with varying effective radius (Figure 10) and the other 
showing the number of occurrences of a best fit with varying 
water concentration (Figure 11). All of the best fit values 
of downward longwave irradiance had a drop effective radius of 
2.5 microns and the majority of water concentration values 
between 0.05 gm”° and 0.1 gm °. The best fit shortwave values 
had the majority of its radius values between 2.5 microns and 
8.0 microns and the majority of water concentrations between 
OG) Seccmimeciacel0)s i gm > . The shortwave cases also had a fair 
number of values fall into the 60 micron and 0.5 gm™° range. 
Since Table 3 shows that the total error between this and the 


Zee Ind Grornwand:.0::.05 gm-> values for the shortwave was almost 


a) 


identical and that the error using 60 microns and 0.5 gm” was 
extremely large, it was decided that the cloud microstructure 
was best represented by a cloud droplet effective radius of 
2eoeinterons and a cloud) water concentratdomeof ONOSiiame 
This is certainly not unreasonable. Rogers and Yau (1989) 
state that the liquid water content of stratus clouds is 
usually in the range of 0.05 to 0.25 gm”. Liow® (1992) Shows 
droplet radius distributions for stratiform clouds at lower 
latitudes with modal peaks at 3.5 microns for oceanieG Stramme 
and 4.5 mMmicronsmies Continental Sisratus clouds: The study 
indicates that the Weddell Sea stratus is not too different in 
structure than stratus at lower latitudes. 

Having determined a reasonable estimate of cloud drop 
effective radius and cloud water concentration, the modeled 
downward longwave and shortwave irradiances were plotted along 
with the measured downward irradiances as a function of Julian 
day for the clear sky cases, Figure 12, the overcast cases, 
Figure 13 and the both cases combined, Figure 14. This was 
done so that the effects of cloud cover on the downward 
surface irradiances could be examined. Note that the solid 
lines between points are interpolations and not a plot of 
actual data. The plots demonstrate the effect that cloud cover 
has in increasing the downward longwave irradiances. In the 


cases where there is cloud cover, Figure 13, the average 


54 


downward longwave irradiance value is 240 Wm~* while in the 
clear sky cases, Figure 12, the average downward longwave 
irradiance value is 160 Wm”. This is due to the clouds 
absorbing upwelling longwave radiation and reemitting it 
downward, thus increasing the amount of downward longwave 
irradiance. The large dips in the longwave plot in Figure 14 
are places where there was no cloud cover and the surface 
downward longwave irradiance fell because the reemitting 
effect of the clouds was absent. To further illustrate this 
point Figure 15 shows the overcast irradiances indicated with 
a dashed line plotted over all the longwave cases. The places 
where the dashed line jumps over the dips is where the 
downward longwave irradiance decreases because there are no 
clouds emitting thermal radiation downward. Since there was 
not as much data for the clear sky cases with measured or 
modeled downward shortwave irradiance, the effect of cloud 
cover for the shortwave is not as obvious. It 1s expected 
that the surface Pee ward shortwave radiation will decrease as 
radiation is scattered out of the cloud top and does not 
reach the surface. 
D. DISCUSSION OF UPWELLING SURFACE IRRADIANCES 

Having established the best fit values for aerosol and 
cloud microstructure the model was used to calculate the 


upward longwave and shortwave surface irradiances. An error 


=) 


analysis was conducted between the modeled upward and measured 


upward surface irradiances and the results shown in Table 4. 









eee 


Surface Upward Longwave 
ee 
eteseret toe | 


Total Error (W/m*2) 


Surface Upward Longwave 4.4070 


Surface Upward Shortwave | TO 42 
Table 4. Modeled Upward Irradiance Error Analysis. 


The modeled upward irradiances are presented in Figures 16 
through 18. Upward and downward shortwave irradiance for all 
cases is shown in Figure 16. Upward and downward longwave 
irradiance for all cases is shown in Figure 17. Both the 
shortwave and longwave upward and downward irradiances are 
plotted together in Figure 18. Note that upward irradiance is 
positive for ease of comparison with downward values. 

The first thing of interest is the larger magnitude of 
the upwelling longwave surface irradiance as compared to the 
downward longwave irradiance. This is not unexpected as the 


ocean underneath the ice was considerably warmer (~ -1.8 C) 
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than the atmosphere at the surface. Thus it was expected that 
there would be a net flow of heat from the ocean to the 
atmosphere. The question was where this extra heat came from. 
While heat can be conducted through the ice, it is also used 
to melt the ice. The heat flow through the ice from below 
does not contribute significantly to the surface heat budget 
until the ice has melted or thinned considerably. Most of the 
heat comes from the open ocean leads in the ice pack. This 
extra heat warms the ice surface and surface air and allows 
for an increased upward longwave irradiance. 

As was seen from the discussion of the effects of clouds, 
an increase in cloud cover causes the downward longwave 
irradiance to increase. This in turn warms the surface and as 
a result there is an increase in the upward longwave 
irradiance. This can be seen in Figure 17. The measured and 
modeled upward irradiances follow the trend of the downward 
irradiance. The large drops in the downward irradiance are 
places where there are clear sky conditions. In these cases 
the downward longwave irradiance decreases due to a lack of 
elouds and so the surface cools and emits less upward 
longwave irradiance. When overcast conditions occur, the 
downward longwave irradiance increases, the surface is warmed 
and the upward longwave irradiance increases. Note also that 


the shortwave upward irradiance also follows the trend of the 
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downward shortwave irradiance. This is because the snow-ice 
surface reflects the shortwave irradiance and so an increase 
in the amount reaching the surface results in an increase in 
the amount being radiated upward. Of course, the surface is 
not a perfect reflector and this is demonstrated by the fact 
that the upward shortwave irradiance is less than the downward 
shortwave irradiance. An examination of Figure 16 suggests 
that the albedo that the model used was not high enough 
because the measured upward irradiance is always higher than 
the modeled upward irradiance. 
Ee SURFACE HEAT FLUX CONTRIBUTIONS AND NET SURFACE HEAT FLUX 
For comparison purposes all of the surface heat flux 
terms are plotted together in Figure 19. Note that for 
comparison all of the fluxes are positive. It is clear that 
the latent heat flux is the smallest contributor while the 
longwave irradiances play the largest role in heat transport. 
Adding up all of the upward and downward contributions a net 
surface heat flux was plotted in Figure 20. In this case a 
positive value means a cooling of the surface. The mean net 
(upward) heat flux was 77.5 Wm at the ice surface. Thus the 


2Saer che atmosphere per day averaged 


ocean is losing 77.5 Wm 
between clear sky and overcast conditions. This heat loss is 
not coming solely through the ice as mentioned earlier but is 


also being lost through open water leads in the ice field. [In 
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order to better show the importance of all the heat flux terms 
to the total surface heat budget, Figure 21 shows the average 
heat flux values plotted over the total period. It is clear 
that the largest terms in the surface heat budget equation 
during the austral winter are the longwave terms with the 
upward longwave being dominant. Factors that affect the 
longwave irradiances will have the largest effect on the 
surface heat budget. 

Looking at only the dips in Figure 20 which represent 
overcast days the range is between 0 to 48 Wm”. This is 
somewhat larger than measurements made by Andreas and Makshtas 
(1983) that put surface cooling between 5 and 15 Wm" on 
Overcast days. If the turbulent fluxes are eliminated and 
just the net irradiances plotted (Figure 22, bottom dips), the 
range is between O and 20 Wm * on overcast days. This might 
indicate that Andreas and Makshtas (1983) did not experience 
much turbulent heat flux during their experiment or that 
turbulent heat flux was being advected away from their 
measuring location. The net heat flux gives an indication of 
what kind of heat flux is necessary to maintain a constant ice 
cover. In order for the ice to melt more heat would have to 
be brought up to the ice-ocean interface from below or more 
heat would have to be brought down to the surface of the ice 


from the atmosphere. 
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iweeonparing Figures 12 and 20 it is interesting to note 
Citiene Maxima in the new®heat flux#@ecur during clear day 
periods. This is because during the clear days there is a 
larger amount of heat that can eScape the snow/ice surface. 
During cloudy days there is a decrease in the net flow because 
more radiant energy is trapped between the surface and the 
cloud layer. The clouds can decrease the surface cooling by 
as much as 140 Wm”? (Figure 20) and bring the net cooling@ee 
a near zero value. If warm air were to be advected in or an 
overturning event in the ocean were to bring up extra heat to 
the surface, the effect of a stratus layer might be enough to 
cause a net warming of the surface. 
FE’. DISCUSSION OF EMPIRICALLY DERIVED SURFACE IRRADIANCES 

The empirical equations developed by Guest (1996) were 
used to calculate downward shortwave and longwave irradiance 
for both the clear sky cases and the overcast cases that were 
num in  STREAMER. The calculated irradiances were then 
compared with the measured shortwave and longwave irradiances. 
Using the modeled clear sky irradiances with the marine 
aerosol optical model and the overcast irradiances with a 2.5 
micron droplet size and a 0.05 gm” water concentration as the 
best fit modeled irradiance values, the modeled irradiances 
were compared to the empirical irradiances. The model 


(STREAMER) performed better than the empirical equations for 
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the clear sky cases and performed just about the same for the 
cloudy sky cases. The error analysis performed on the 
measured and empirically derived irradiances is shown together 
with the error results of the modeled clear and overcast cases 


In “Pablo” a. 


Correlation Coefficient 
ee 

Average Error (W/m*2) 

Scatter Error (W/m*2) 


Total Error (W/m*2) 


Clear sw 13.69 16.19 


one lw 5.848 I ese 0, 


Overcast sw Pees 7 Ue are. 
Overcast lw pte Sie ee lS 


Table 5. Empirically Derived Irradiance Error Analysis. 
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Migume@nale error values for the clear sky longwave and 
shortwave irradiances indicates that at least with this data 
set STREAMER is a better predictor of irradiance. For the 
overcast case the difference was negligible and both the model 
and the empirical equations had the same predictive ability. 
Since there was a reasonable amount of data for the clear sky 
longwave irradiance comparison and because the total error 
between the two was not noticeable (5.8 Wm’ for the model and 
11.1 Wm’ for the empirical equations), the model does seem to 
be a better predictor but may not be significantly better. 
The lack of data for the clear sky shortwave irradiance makes 
it difficult to say that the difference between the model and 
the empirical equation is significant. Analysis of additional 
data might narrow the difference. A weakness in both the 
model and the empirical equation predictions is that shortwave 
irradiance is artificially taken to be zero for a solar zenith 
angle greater than 90 degrees even though common experience 
shows this to be wrong. 

While both the model and the empirical equations give 
comparable results the empirical equations were derived to 
produce a minimum amount of error specifically for this 
particular data set. They could not be used successfully in 
a different latitude or a radically different physical 


setting. 
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The true power of the empirical equations is that they 
depend on only two variables, the solar zenith angle and the 
air temperature, both of which are extremely easy to measure 
in the field. This makes them a very useful tool for 
estimating the downward surface irradiances without having to 
have a lot of background information on the structure of the 
atmosphere. 

For comparison purposes the measured, §modelecewanrd 
empirically derived downward irradiances are plotted in 
Figures 23 through 25. Figure 23 shows all of the data in 
both the clear sky and overcast sky cases plotted together. 
Note that the solid lines between points are interpolations 
and not a plot of actual data. In general the agreement 
between the modeled, empirical and measured data is quite 
good. The clear sky irradiances and overcast irradiances are 
plotted separately in Figures 24 and 25 and the differences 
from the measured data are a little more apparent. 

G. SCIENTIFIC AND OPERATIONAL UTILITY OF STREAMER 

As was mentioned earlier, this was not a STREAMER 
validation study. However, due to the nature of the study the 
usefulness and accuracy of the model were tested. 

The comparisons of the model irradiances with both the 
measured data and the empirically derived data show that the 


model can produce excellent results if the proper input 
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variables are known such as pressure, temperature and moisture 
profiles and aerosol and cloud properties. If these have to 
be estimated then the accuracy of the model will be decreased. 
Empirically derived equations such as the ones developed by 
Guest (996) offexzecemparable accuracy without having =e 
determine all of the input information. Considerable work must 
go into developing these equations however if they do not 
already exist. 

The greatest use of the model is in its ability to give 
the user a good understanding of the physical factors which 
affect the flow of radiation. While the model can be used 
satisfactorily in the field, it would have to be used in 
conjunction with shortwave and longwave measured irradiances. 
These are required to determine the input variables. If the 
input variables are known, then the model gives excellent 
results. Difficult to measure variables such as cloud height, 
cloud thickness, aerosol structure and rawinsonde profiles 
make empirical equations a more attractive alternative. For 
this reason the model has its greatest applicability as a 
scientific research tool and is probably not suited for 


operational and field use. 
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Sensible and Latent Heat Flux (W/m42) 
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Figure 5. Area Averaged Turbulent Heat Fluxes. 
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Figure 6. Scattering Regimes (from Kidder 
and Vonder Haar, 1995). 


66 





Extinction Coefficients for Aerosol Models 
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Figure 7. Extinction Coefficient versus Wavelength (from Key, 1996). 
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Figure 8. Drop Effective Radius vs. Water Concentration for Overcast Cases. 
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Figure 10. Shortwave Histogram of Effective Radius in microns. 
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Figure 12. Measured and Modeled Irradiances for Clear Cases. 
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Figure 13. Measured and Modeled Irradiances for Overcast Cases. 
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Figure 14. Measured and Modeled Irradiances for All Cases. 
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Figure 15. Effects of Clouds on Downward Surface Irradiances. 
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Figure 16. Modeled & Measured Up and Down Shortwave Irradiances. 
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Figure 17. Modeled & Measured Up and Down Longwave Irradiances. 
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Figure 18. Modeled & Measured Short and Longwave Irradiances. 
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Figure 19. Surface Heat Flux Contributions. 
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Figure 20. Net Surface Heat Flux (Upward). 
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Average Surface Heat Flux Contributions. 
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Figure 22. Net Measured & Modeled Irradiance. 
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Figure 23. Measured, Modeled & Empirical Irradiances for All Cases. 
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Figure 25. Measured, Modeled & Empirical Irradiances for Overcast Cases. 
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VII. SUMMARY 


The surface heat budget of the Weddell Sea air-ice 
interface is dominated by the longwave radiation terms during 
the austral winter. During this time the upwelling longwave 
irradiance is the largest term in the surface heat budget and 
represents a net cooling of the air-ice-ocean interface. 

The longwave irradiance is most strongly affected by 
Glow -Eover . Effects on the longwave irradiance by 
atmospheric aerosols are negligible. Aerosols have a 
Significant effect on shortwave irradiances. The most likely 
aerosol structure in the Weddell Sea air appears to be quite 
Similar to marine aerosol profiles in that the aerosol 
concentration builds to a maximum aloft with a minimum at the 
surface. The total column optical depth appears to be very 
close to 0.08. This is slightly higher than previously 
recorded seasonal means but might possibly be due to high 
level Polar Stratospheric Clouds that routinely form in the 
austral winter or the presence of stirred up snow or ice 
crystals from the surface. 

The microstructure of the stratus that appears over the 
Weddell Sea is most likely composed of very small droplet 
sizes, around 2.5 "mlenrens, with a very low water 


concentration, around 0.05 gm™>. These stratus clouds have a 
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major impact on both the shortwave and longwave terms of the 
surface heat budget. The clouds can act to reduce surface 
cooling by as much as 160 Wm and can actually act to reverse 
Siiemeame Cooling. If warm air were to be advected in or an 
overturning event in the ocean were to bring up extra heat to 
the surface, the effect of a stratus layer might be enough to 
cause a net warming of the surface. 

STREAMER, a radiative transfer model, can be used to 
predict surface irradiances with great accuracy if profiles of 
atmospheric temperature, moisture, pressure and atmospheric 
aerosol and cloud microstructure parameters are known. The 
model gave excellent agreement with measured irradiances once 
key parameters were determined. If these parameters cannot 
be obtained, then empirical equations specifically developed 
for the Weddell Sea in Antarctica provide comparable results 
and require only surface temperature and solar zenith angle. 
These parameters can be measured easily and inexpensively. 
STREAMER is an excellent research tool and could have 
unlimited applications for operational or field use if the 


necessary model parameters are known or easily measured. 
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